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Applicants have received the Office Action dat4d 
1) Rejects Clafm 21 and its dependent Claims 
because said claim recites "A graphical use 



thus is not limited to "functionally descriptive: 

2) Rejects Claims 1 , 1 1 , 21 , and 27 under 35 
Zimmeret al. U.S. Patent No. 7,051,215 (hereinafter 

3) Rejects Claims 2-6, 12-16, and 22-29 under 
unpatentable over Zimmer in view of 
2004/0109406 (hereinafter "Rothman")', 

4) Rejects Claims 7-10 and 17-20 under 35 U. 
unpatentable over Zimmer in view of Rothmkn 
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October 18, 3 008, which: 
22-26, under 3| I U.S.C § 101 
interface operable to ..." and 



material." 

.S.C. § 102(e) is anticipated by 
"Z/mnj 

35 U.S.C. § id ^(a) as allegedly 
Rothrrlan et al. U.S. F S Pub: 



J3.C. § 103(a) a: 



,6, 11, 16,21 
16-25, and 27 



i nd 



With this Response, Applicants amend claims 
claims 5, 15, 25, and 27, Therefore, claims 1-4, 6-14 

Based on these amendments, cancellations and the remarks 
Applicants submit that the pending claims are in -condition for allowan$a 
request reconsideration. 



I. CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 U.S.C § 1 01 

The examiner rejected Claim 21 and Its dependent claims bee 
recites " A graphical user Interface operable to and 
descriptive material." 

Applicants have amended claim 21 to reeita "A Aomputar-imDletfliented graphical 



allegedly 



26; cancels 
rf main pending, 
follow, 

and respectfully 



til M 



se said claim 
thus is not limi#d to "functionally 



user interface operable to ..." (emphasis added), thereby directly limitir g said claim to a 
"functionally descriptive material". Therefore, the amended claim conf >rms to the 
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requirements of 35 U.S.C § 101.. Claims 22-26 deper 
allowable claim 21 and are therefore allowable for this 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejectiofi 
formally allowed at this time. 



Mailed: Octofer 31 , 2006 

d directly or ultimately on 
reason, 
be withdrawn 



II. CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 U.S.C. § 102 
Claims 1, 11, 21, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. § 10 
Applicants have very carefuliy studied the Examiner' 



set forth in the. Official Action, but applicants respectfu 
rejections for the reasons set forth below, 

To more particularly define the present inventio 
Include: \.. receiving a designation that a selected on^ of the plurality 



i, Claim 1 has 



master receptor: and r eceiving an Image designated a 3 a master imag b for the selected 



col. 



receptor." 

Contrary to Applicants' claim, Zimmer does not 
master Image for a designated master receptor operati 
chassis or a server rack (see Applicants' application p. 
specifically states "... a redundancy scheme may be 
blade is nominated as a live backup arbiter" (Zimmer, 
Zimmer simply discloses a redundant power arbitratior 
blades and not a master receptor for managing a cluster, 

Zimmer does not disclose each and every element 
not taught or suggested by Zimmer and is therefore allowable 
these reasons, claim 1 is patentable over Zimmer. 

Claim 11 and Claim 21 are similarly amended 
least the reasons discussed above. 

Claim 27 has been canceled. 



10/808,645 
9 Office Action 



and claims 21^26 



(e) as anticipat 



s comment 
ly traverse the 



kJ by Zimmer. 
and contentions 



Examiner's 



each or disclos & 
ng as a managfr 
18, lines 6-24); 
implemented whi 
. 12, In. 31-5 
scheme Involy hg 



een amended to 

bf receptors is a 



receiving a 
for a cluster, a 
nstead, Zimmer 
rein a second 
). Therefore, 
one or more 



found inclai n 1. Claim 1 is 
over Ziti mer. For at least 

dnd allowable o\ sr Zimmer for at 
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view of Rothman 



HI. CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Zimmer In 
2004/0109406 (hereinafter "Rothman"). 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection 
the other references teach or suggest all of the claimelcl 
14, 16-20, 22-24, and 26 depend on allowable base claims 
allowable for that reason and by virtue of their further 

For example, the Office Action - Paragraph 10 
claims 2, 12, and 22, which recite "... receiving a 
receptors in the cluster", but failed to Indicate where 
recitations of said claims. Additionally, the Examiner 
suggests or discloses the same. Unlike Applicants, Rahman 
disclose receiving a default image for the plurality of 
defined cluster [Applicants Application, p. 3, In. 3-4), 
configuration server, a boot server, a boot image [fig. 
context of a server failure flj 001 6]. 

Likewise, claims 3, 13, and 23 distinctively recitfe 
with the at least one receptor in the cluster that Is unocjoupied 
which is not suggested by Rothman. Contrary to the 
Rothman specifically states "The configuration server 
may be remote from the rack 15 and that communicates 
24 in the rack ..." {Rothman, If 0014). Therefore, Roth-nan 
associating with receptors occupied by a network devic e 
anything about receptors that are unoccupied In the clister. 



claims 2-6, 12-13, < hd 22-26 under 35 



because neither \ llmmer nor any of 
elements. Clf Ims 2-4, 6-10, 12- 
1, 11 and 
distinctive reci 



10 



p. 12 



bt al. U.S. PGPub: 



! 



stated thatZft 



1 are therefore 
Ions. 
mar teaches 



default image for th€ j plurality of 
Zrnme/s patent i jsaches the 
erroneously clai; jied that Rothman 

does ndf suggest or 
receptors in an idlbntified and 
but instead discloses a 
::and^00l4,U0i17]inthe 



"associating tl e default image 
by a nel ivork device", 
Examiner's interj retation, 
^4a may be an < xternal agent that 
with each of t le blade servers 

expressly Jiscloses 
[blades] and foes not teach 
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e "... wherein t 



reference does 



away from by s 



designate a master receptor operating as a manager lor a cluster - thi Irefore not 



\ng that any blade 



the Office Actioflp - in Paragraph 
vious to modify 



associating a master image to said master receptor, b^it Instead teacf 
can act as a replacement (proxy) for other blades. 

Furthermore/ regarding claims 7-10 and 17-20, 
1 8 - fails to provide the basis for concluding that It wodld have been o 
Zimmer in view or Rothman by at least automatically installing an ima 
device. The Office Action correctly recognizes that "Zimmer in view okRothman does 
not explicitly show automatically installing an image or the network de /ice; providing 
the user with the option of installing a default image or 
overriding the image by installing the default image on 



not Indicate where Rothman teaches or suggests auto naticaily install 



the network device, The language of Paragraph 18 of the Office Actfolh views 
Applicants 1 claims in hindsight in reaching the conclusian that said claims are obvious. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that said references c innot render 
dependent claims 7-10 and 17^20 obvious. Thus claiirs 7-10 and 17-: 0 are also 
patentable over the cited art for at least these reasons. 



operates to coi jfigure the pluralfty 
nor disclosed b \ Rothman [fig. 2 



hot suggest or 
he "boot image" 



e Image 



Similarly, claims 4, 14, and 24 distinctively reel" 
comprises a physical location identifying software thai] 
of receptors in the cluster" which is neither suggested 
and 1[ 0022-0027] as indicated by the Examiner. The 
disclose a default image, erroneously interpreted by trie Examiner as 
in Rothman, having a physical location which identified configuration |oftware for the 
plurality of receptors In the cluster. 

Claims 6, 18, and 26 also distinctively recite in ^art "... whereir 
. .." which, as explained previously, Rothman teaches 



the master Image 
ecifically failing to 



e on the network 



the network de i/ice; and 
the network device,", but does 



ig an image on 



11 



PAGE 13/14 1 RCVDAT 5/1712007 2:17:08 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 1 SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/15 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:2815148332* DURATION (mm-ss):02-26 



Maa 17 2007 1:34PM 



HP IPttGROUP 



Amendment 



Serial No 
and Response : 
Mailed: Octo 



IV. CONCLUSION 



In the course of the foregoing discussions. Apppicants may ha\Jp 
to claim limitations In shorthand fashion, or may have 
element. This discussion should not be interpreted to 
can be ignored or dismissed. The claims must be viewed 
limitation of the claims must be considered when dete 
claims. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
Allowance be issued in this case. However, If the Exakminer 
issues by way of a telephone conference, the Examinor 
undersigned at the telephone number indicated below 



may 
focused on a 
mean that the 
as a whole 
mining the 



Respectfully submitted, 
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at times referred 
particular claim 
< ther limitations 
and each 
patentability of the 
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resolve any other 
to contact the 
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